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that "development is proceeding" towards the manufacture of foodstuffs in laboratories. In this sense the "theory" of ultraimiperialism is no less absurd than a "theory of ultra-agriculture" would be.
If, however, we are discussing the "purely economic'' conditions of the epoch of finance capital as a historically concrete epoch which opened at the beginning of the twentieth century, then the best reply that one can make to the lifeless abstractions of "ultraamperialisin" (which serve exclusively a most reactionary aim: that of diverting attention from the depth of existing antagonisms) is to contrast them with the concrete economic realities of present-day world economy. Kautsky's utterly meaningless talk about ultraimperialism encourages, among other things, that profoundly mistaken idea which only brings grist to the mill of the apologists of imperialism, viz., that the rule of finance capital lessens the unevenness and contradictions inherent in world economy, whereas in reality it increases them.
R. Calwer, in his little book, An Introduction to World Economics,* made an attempt to summarize the main* purely economic, data that enable one to obtain a concrete picture of tihe internal relations of world economy on the border line between the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. He divides the world into five "main economic areas," as follows: 1) Central Europe (the whole of Europe with the exception of Russia and Great Britain); 2) Great Britain; 3) Russia; 4) Eastern Asia; 5) America; he includes the colonies in the "areas4' of the states to which they belong and "leaves aside" a few countries not distributed according to areas, such as Persia, Afghanistan, and Arabia in Asia, Morocco and Abyssinia in Africa, etc,
Here is a brief summary of the economic data he quotes on these regions:
* R.- Calwer, Einfuhrung in die Weltwirlschaft, Berlin
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